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The University of Bristol.
April 27th. 1938.
Dear Miss Hill,
I was pleased to get your letter jof March 16th. 
which was forwarded on to me while I was away. It gave 
definite evidence that you were still in existence. You 
certainly seem to have been busy since returning to your small 
Pacific Island. I spent the Easter vacation partly in London 
and partly at Ilfracombe. Since I returned I have had my 
hands full and your letter required care in answering. Had 
your letter not arrived I should have been writing to you 
concerning several matters of mutual interest. '
<Rrat let me deal with the point in your letter.
I cannot remember exactly the diagnosis I gave 
of Miotophylum in the"Mackenzie River Corals" but this is of 
no importance. The following diagnosis is drawn up with the 
whole of my material before me.
Simple trochoid Rugose corals curved or nearly 
straight, with typically thin septa. The major septa reach 
or nearly reach the axis about which they usually twist but do 
not form an axial structure, the minor are only weakly 
developed. The wide tabularium is occupied mainly by small 
strongly convex tabellae from^Sonvex floors but complete 
concave tabellae may also be present. The dissepimentarium is 
narrow and the dissepiments are small but elongated and are 
steeply inclined.
Remarks. The septa may be dilated peripherally 
as they often are in M. modi turn or axially as in _h. semidilatum. 
The striking character of Mictophyllum is the replacement of the 
tabellae at any level but more particularly,in the distal part 
of the coral,by complete tabulae. I have no serious quarrel 
with your diagnosis except stressing the peripheral dilation of 
the septa, they may be dilated axially or peripherally and I 
should hardly call the dissepiments globose, they are distinctly 
elongated.
In your paper you had better say one or two things 
about Mictophyllum nobile. So as to "technically" describe it, 
and you are perfectly at liberty to publish the figures. I am 
sending you photographs of all the M.R. species. While it is 
necessary to explain why you are taking the Canadian genotype 
for your Australian genus, you must for simplicity of literature 
assume full responsibility of the name (that is if your work 
anticipates the M.R.Corals which is most probable).
I have no figure of Penecke’s form and therefore 
cannot answer your question as to whether it should be included 
in Mictophyllum or not. I will certainly supply you with 
figures of any genotypes with which I deal and with an titles of 
new coral publications which may escape your notice.
The Mackenzie Rive^ Memoir has gone to Ottawa but 
the Canadian people appear to be in no hurry to publish.
„ . Dr. Lang and I are now busy trying to finish off
Hisinger as Dr.Lang retires this year, We have a short paper 
in progress renaming Qhonophyllum patellatum, Lindstromie dal miaul 
and Acanthocyclus, namely Chonoidophyllum, Lindstromina and 
Rhabdocyclus. (taking the name from your"Rhabdacanthine"
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There can be no doubt that Lindstrbmia columnaris is
a Hie trophy H u m . If you carefully examine Nicholson and 
Etheridge(s figure. "Sil.Coral Girvan" p.8$-, you will notice 
that the septa are dilated peripherally and axially and fuse 
at both ends to form a narrow stereozone and an axial structure 
exactly in the same way as in M. bouchardi, you will notice 
that one or two septa, shorter than the rest abut against 
the larger ones and that in the lower part of the figure there 
are three septa very close 'together. This certainly suggests 
the counter septum and the two long minor septa flanking it.
In Metrophyllum and Syringaxon these two minor septa are longer 
than the rest and often as long but thinner than the major 
septa.
When you were in Paris did you notice the type and 
specimens of Clislophyllum hlsingeri? I saw them and made 
these notes. MuS,Nat.Paris. Figured specimen E & H. 18S1, 
pl.vii. fig.5a. "Excellent figure. The specimen confirms my 
conclusion that Clieiophyllum hisingeri E & W = Dinophyllum 
involutum Linstromffe.
E'Ool des Mines. Spec. 702. This is Dinophyllum involutum 
Lindstrornjp. Yet Lindstromiw himself emphatically denies that
his H. involutum is C. hisingeri. he says the figured specimen 
is a Devonian coral labelled Calcaire de TetmieB (which it 
certainly is not).
Have you definite opinion re Lophophyllum. Do you 
agree with my interpretation - that it is a Zaphrentoid coral 
with a long counter septum dilated axially to form a columella. 
Did you not agree with me in placing the Tan House form 
(the Bristol'material I sent you) into this genus.
I am sending this by air mail and the photographs are 
following by ordinary post. y.
With kindest regards,
Y~urs sinoerely, - vPl
0 ^
Miss'Dorothy Hj.ll. Ph.D. , 
Department of Geology.
The University of Queensland. 
Brisbane,
Queensland.
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